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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claim 15 is not numbered. On page 4, lines 19 to 23, there is a claim that is not 
numbered. It should read claim 15. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 7, 9-11, and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lambert, US 6,619,605 in view of Haken, US 2004/0008972 in view 
of Lewis, US 2003/0040962 in view of Buono, US 2003/0057749 in view of Zeile et al., 
US 5,683,090. 

Regarding claim 1 , Lambert discloses an apparatus consisting of an LCD (Liquid 
crystal display) of rectangular contour comprising: 

a) An LCD (Liquid crystal display) mounted directly behind the seat of a person (LCD 
mounted directly behind the seat of a person, Col. 2, lines 30-38) 

b) Lambert discloses the LCD screen are attached to the behind of the seats with Velcro 
adhesive (Col. 2, lines 38-55) 

Lambert fails to teach c) receivers provided by a satellite-based company which 
are installed along with the small dish satellite at a sports stadium enable the specific 
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televised sports event to be viewed inside the sports arena, d) the receiver transmits a 
satellite signal to the particular LCD screen via RCA cables which contain input and 
output on both the LCD screen and receiver, e) the receivers provided by a satellite- 
based company are positioned under the viewers' seat along with the receiver channel 
changer attached to the receiver with Velcro connecting the two together and therefore 
allowing the viewer to select the sports channel broadcast they are attending live, or the 
game(s) they so choose and that this apparatus can be placed at a sports stadium. 

In an analogous art, Haken discloses that a satellite based company provides the 
receivers (Para. 30). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify Lambert's apparatus in order to have a satellite based company to 
provide the receivers, as taught by Haken. This is standard practice in video distribution. 
Lambert and Haken fail to disclose d) the receiver transmits a satellite signal to the 
particular LCD screen via RCA cables which contain input and output on both the LCD 
screen and receiver, e) the receivers provided by a satellite-based company are 
positioned under the viewers' seat along with the receiver channel changer attached to 
the receiver with Velcro connecting the two together and therefore allowing the viewer 
to select the sports channel broadcast they are attending live, or the game(s) they so 
choose and that this apparatus can be placed at a sports stadium. 

In an analogous art, Lewis teaches the use of RCA cables (Para. 80 and 142). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Lambert and Haken's apparatus to include the use of RCA cables, as taught by Lewis. 



Application/Control Number: 10/098,607 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2623 

The motivation would have been to transfer video and audio from the receiver to the 
LCD screen. 

Lambert, Haken, and Lewis fail to teach the said receivers provided by a satellite- 
based company are positioned under the viewers' seat along with the receiver channel 
changer attached to the receiver with Velcro connecting the two together and therefore 
allowing the viewer to select the sports channel broadcast they are attending live, or the 
game(s) they so choose and that this apparatus can be placed at a sports stadium. 

In an analogous art, Buono discloses the placement of electronic equipment 
under the viewers' seat (figure 1 ). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify Lambert, Haken, and Lewis' apparatus to include 
positioning the equipment under the seat, As taught by Buono. The motivation would 
have been to have the equipment in a secure location without interfering with the user. 

Lambert, Haken, Lewis, and Buono fail to teach that the viewing apparatus can 
be placed at a sports stadium. 

In an analogous art, Zeile teaches that a viewing monitor placed inside a sports 
stadium (Col. 4, lines 14-20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Lambert, Haken, Lewis, and Buono's apparatus to include placing the apparatus in a 
sports stadium, as taught by Zeile. The motivation would have been to give the people 
attending a sports event an opportunity to see highlights or replays of the game, so they 
will not miss part of the game if they were not paying attention. 
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Regarding claim 7, Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile disclose the 
apparatus of claim 1 . Haken further discloses provided with means for installation of 
small dish satellite being the same standard installation they operate with (Para. 30). 

Regarding claim 9, Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile disclose the 
apparatus of claim 1 . 

Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile fail to teach said seated row sections 
inside the sports stadium are designated for such apparatus gets the viewers 
awareness to please not touch the LCD screen with peal-off stickers that read, please 
don't touch the screen. 

The examiner takes OFFICIAL NOTICE that it is notoriously well known to use 
peal off stickers to call the attention of the user. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile's apparatus to include peal off stickers. The 
motivation would have been to call the attention of the user in order to inform the user 
about the respective sign. 

Regarding claim 10, Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile disclose the 
apparatus of claim 1 . 

Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile fail to disclose seated row sections 
inside the sports stadium are designated for such apparatus allow the viewer that 
attends regular games at the particular sports arena, to purchase a LCD "Game 
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Viewer's Pass" with advance sales purchase to avoid sell out designated LCD viewing 
sections. 

The examiner takes OFFICIAL NOTICE that it is notoriously well known that 
people buy in advanced to avoid sell out of the specific product or service. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile's apparatus to include buying the tickets in 
advance. The motivation would have been to attend the event. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile disclose the 
apparatus of claim 10. 

Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile fail to disclose viewer that attends 
regular games at the particular sports arena allow the viewer to purchase in advance 
with their Season tickets pass, with advance tickets sales, through the sports event 
team website, or by simply buying the advance viewing tickets if they don't want to wait 
for an available designated section. 

The examiner takes OFFICIAL NOTICE that it is notoriously well known that 
people buy in advance if they do not want to wait for an available section. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, Zeile's apparatus to include buying the tickets in 
advance. The motivation would have been to attend the event. 
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Regarding claim 13, Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile disclose the 
apparatus of claim 1 . Buono further teaches comprising of audible capabilities from the 
LCD screen itself or from an outside source such as a mini- speaker(s) (Para. 26, and 
35). 

Regarding claim 14, Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile disclose the 
apparatus of claim 1 . Haken further teaches comprising of a satellite-based company, 
which installs a small satellite dish and receiver(s) towards any television(s) at home or 
at a business, is the same installation used for the above apparatus (Para. 30). 

3. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile as applied to claim 1 above, and further in 
view of Salmon Jr., US 2002/0121905. 

Regarding claim 2, Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile disclose the 
apparatus LCD television screen of claim 1 . 

Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile fail to teach wherein the screen is 
powered by a 12 to 14 AC current. 

In an analogous art, Salmon Jr. discloses the use of a 12 volt power supply 
(Para. 27 and 28). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile's apparatus to include a 12 volt 
power supply, as taught by Salmon Jr. The motivation would have been to power the 
screen in order to give the user the requested program. 
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Regarding claim 3, Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, Zeile and Salmon Jr. disclose 
the apparatus of claim 2. Salmon Jr. further teaches the screen is powered by a 12 to 
14 volt AC current is plugged in to an AC circuit breaker that plugs in to another 
electrical source inside the sports facility (Para. 27 and 28). 

4. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lambert, 
Haken, Lewis, Buono, Zeile, and Salmon Jr. as applied to claim 3 above, and further in 
view of Kocznaretal., US 5,135,095. 

Regarding claim 4, Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, Zeile, and Salmon Jr. 
disclose the apparatus of claim 3. 

Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, Zeile, and Salmon Jr. fail to teach comprising an 
LCD television screen that is typically from said 5x4x1 to 7x6x3, of which has two RCA 
inputs and outputs that feed the signal from another antenna, cable, or satellite. 

In an analogous art, Kocznar teaches the dimensions of the screen (Col. 5, lines 

22-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, Zeile, and Salmon's apparatus to include the 
dimensions, as taught by Kocznar. These are standard dimensions for LCD's that are 
placed in back of seats. 
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5. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile as applied to claim 1 above, and further in 
view of Gruhl et al., US 2002/0012068. 

Regarding claim 5, Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile disclose the 
apparatus of claim 1 . 

Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile fail to disclose said receiver is 
available to the consumer only for sports related games that are broadcasted to them in 
particular via the said small satellite dish that feeds the transmission towards the 
receiver and then the LCD television screen inside the sports arena. 

In an analogous art, Gruhl discloses broadcasting only some categories of 
programs such as sports (Para. 49). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile's apparatus to include the broadcasting of 
sports only, as taught by Gruhl. The motivation would have been to give the users only 
what they want to watch. 

Claim 6 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 5. 

6. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lambert, 
Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Heughebaert et al., US 2005/0273814. 
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Regarding claim 8, Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile disclose the 
apparatus of claim 1 . 

Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile fail to disclose further provided with 
operating needs with said viewer and LCD television screen by the viewer already 
finding the LCD screen on and already broadcasting sports news information, or video 
feed from the actual game attended in the same stadium therefore allowing the viewer 
to operate the said apparatus by only changing the sports channel with said channel 
changer, adjusting the volume, and the brightness control level displayed on the front of 
the LCD screen. 

In an analogous art, Heughebaert discloses an apparatus to change channels, to 
adjust the volume and brightness (Para. 8). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile's apparatus to include changing channels and 
adjusting volume and brightness, as taught by Heughebaert. These are standard 
features of LCD screens for user convenience. 

7. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lambert, 
Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Bruch et al., US 2003/0120509. 

Regarding claim 15, Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile disclose the 
apparatus of claim 1 . 



Application/Control Number: 10/098,607 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2623 

Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile fail to disclose wherein said seated row 
section inside the sports stadium are designated for such apparatus needs are directly 
stipulated to the potential viewer of the LCD screens, that they must sign a brief 
agreement and give identifiable information in order for the viewer to be responsible at 
the end of the game for the LCD screen in case some intentional damage or stolen 
property occurs at that particular seat after the game. 

In an analogous art, Bruch discloses the use of a contract to ensure proper return 
of equipment (Para. 33). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile's apparatus to include the use of a contract in 
order to ensure proper return of the equipment, as taught by Bruch. The motivation 
would have been to maintain in good condition the electronic equipment. 

8. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lambert, 
Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Schulze Jr., US 6,233,564. 

Regarding claim 12, Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile disclose the 
apparatus of claim 1 . 

Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile fail to teach said LCD (Liquid crystal 
display) of rectangular contour which represents the viewer with prior knowledge of the 
above service rendered before attending the sports event by either paying at the ticket 
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office for their designated ticket seated section that renders the above apparatus, or by 
the company creating awareness of the service apparatus. 

In an analogous art, Schulze teaches the use of advertising to let the people 
know about products and services (Col. 1, lines 10-55). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Lambert, Haken, Lewis, Buono, and Zeile's apparatus to include the use of 
advertisement to let people know about the service before attending the event, as 
taught by Schulze. The motivation would have been to inform the user what kind of 
service they are getting before attending the event. 

Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OSCHTA MONTOYA whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-1 1 92. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday/Friday 7:30 to 5:00 
off every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Grant can be reached on (571) 272-7294. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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